
I notioed in this week% a ths adapt;ian of $ stmdmd unit Ef>r 
eri8m 8ctivity by your 8ubconmnittibe. nlis seems to me an urgent mcee~ 
sity 'long overdue. 

xwould onlymake the foY.lawing fmall corernentet One) thatyoutry 
to aontrive an easy rsme for tM.8 unit which will be immediately under- 
stood as referring to your 8t&tndadS, a name which should be readily 
abbreviated, Go* it should not be difficult to cope with polymeric 
substrates by apeciijfing that fn these casea t&m unit should tx? based 
on the number of active qrrpupe which are split or ch3nverteds In fact, 
f would believe t&t #ia would be a eounder basis than the number of 
moles of substrate utdlbed in any in8imme where a subtitrate r\lolecule 
has n1ore thaf? one reaotive site, far exam xidizable pheno~a, .&ere 
you have 8uweseive oxidation of the 83~3 cule by the same ensyam or 
by an unresolved enzyme complex I should think t.kt a definition based 
on the whole ~oleculo might be confusing, If you confine your attention 
to t&e nmber of unit operations catarlysed B;r the ensyrne this difficulty 
should disappear. In any case, 1 would suppose that an author would hmm 
to specify what he Ls using a8 his tom of mfurence ii tlxm ia aq 
poaafble ambiguity. %eae ambiguities are met likely tx arise in dis- 
cussing the unitqze of enzyme conplexehlc rather t:mn purified preparationa, 
but J think the.notation: would be inc~asec! if t??te cmvention included both 
cams. 

Yaw% e incerely, 

Joshua ~derberg 
Professor oP %iedica?. Gemtics 
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